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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


Sheriffs and the posse 
comitatus 


By Dave Kopel 

Most people know that in the 
late 19th century American West, 
Sheriffs would sometimes call out “the 
posse”-armed citizens-to assist him in 
apprehending a fugitive, or providing 
community defense against criminals. 
What is less well known is that the 
institution of the posse comitatus 
thrives today in 21st century America. 

Northwestern University Law 
School’s Journal of Criminal Law & 
Criminology is producing a symposium 
issue on arms law and policy. My 
contribution is an article on Sheriffs and 
their posses. 

The article begins with a 
history of the Office of Sheriff, from its 
origin in Anglo-Saxon England around 
the time of King Alfred the Great in the 
ninth century. The word “Sheriff’ is a 
combination of the Anglo-Saxon “shire” 
(what we today call a “county”) and 
“reeve” (meaning “guardian”). These 
county guardians were responsible for 
organizing communal defense. Often, 
they led the shire’s militia, as part of 
King Alfred’s force that protected the 
nation from Danish invaders. 

The American Colonies 
brought new energy and importance to 
the Office when they restored what 
they considered to be the ancient 
Anglo-Saxon practice of popular 
election of Sheriffs. The Americans 
also strongly reaffirmed the traditional 
common law understanding of the 
Sheriff’s powers and authorities, 
especially his autonomy and 
independence. During the latter 19th 
century, elections and other common 
law principles were often formally 
constitutionalized in the new states. 
Legally speaking, the Office of Sheriff 


in most states has changed little since 
the 19th century. 

From Anglo-Saxon times until 
the present, a core power of the Sheriff 
has been the authority to summon 
posse comitatus-”the power of the 
county.” Like jury service, posse 
service is a mandatory duty of the 
citizen. When the Sheriff summons the 
posse, the citizen must respond. 
Traditionally, the posse pool was 
approximately the same as the militia— 
although the upper and lower age limits 
for the posse were wider, and the 
posse had fewer exemptions (e.g., 
certain professions) than did the militia. 

Posse service was a common 
feature of life in Colonial America and 
the Early Republic. Like jury service, it 
was the right and the duty of a 
responsible citizen of a republic. Along 
with Sheriffs Justices of the Peace, 
Judges, and Marshals are among the 
officials with posse authority. During 
the ratification debates, some anti- 
Federalists criticized the proposed 
Constitution for enumerating a federal 
militia power, but not a federal posse 
power; the anti-Federalists feared that 
a government which had to rely on the 
militia as a first resort for enforcement 
would be too militaristic. Alexander 
Hamilton’s reply (Federalist 29) was 
that the federal government had posse 
comitatus authority by virtue of the 
Necessary and Proper Clause, and this 
view appears to have been 
uncontroversial from 1789 onward. 

The Fugitive Slave Act of 
1850 expressly gave federal marshals 
the power to summon a posse to 
apprehend runaway slaves. The posse 
comitatus was supposed to be the 
people of the county participating in 
self-government by enforcing their own 
laws. Now, federal posse comitatus 
had been perverted into a weapon that 


transformed free citizens into the 
minions of slave-owners. 

Moreover, the federal standing 
army was sometimes used as a posse 
comitatus, under the fiction that 
soldiers were just volunteers who in 
their capacity as civilians were 
assisting the federal marshal. During 
Reconstruction [1867-78], the federal 
army was used as a posse comitatus in 
the South. Finally in 1878, Congress 
passed the Posse Comitatus Act, to 
forbid use of the army in law 
enforcement, except when authorized 
by Congress. Unfortunately, the Act 
has been seriously weakened by 
loopholes created for the “drug war,” 
beginning with the Reagan 
administration. 

After 1878, federal uses of the 
posse comitatus were infrequent. 
Among the county Sheriffs, the posse 
thrived, in its traditional roles of 
ordinary law enforcement, suppression 
of riots, and so on. 

In Colorado today, at least 17 
county Sheriffs’ Offices have organized 
posses. These days, posse service is 
not a matter of being summoned, but of 
volunteering. The volunteers are 
trained to high standards by the 
Sheriffs. Posse members provide their 
own arms according to the Sheriffs’ 
guidelines. Posses provide everything 
from gate security at the County Fair to 
assistance in hostage situations and 
high-risk arrests. 

These county posses are 
supplement by the Colorado Mounted 
Rangers, a volunteer organization 
which has memoranda of 
understanding with over two dozen 
local law enforcement agencies to 
provide support as needed. During 
natural disasters, a Sheriff may also 
deputize posse members ad hoc, to 
prevent looting. 







Large posses have been used 
in exceptional circumstances, such as 
when serial killer Ted Bundy escaped 
from the Pitkin County (Aspen) jail in 
1977, or in the manhunt for a pair of 
criminals who murdered the Sheriff of 
Hinsdale County [Colorado] in 1994. In 
both of these situations, the posse 
proved decisive in preventing the killers 
from leaving the county. 

The Second Amendment 
guarantee of the right of the people to 
keep and bear arms includes the stated 
purpose of ensuring the necessary 
precondition for the existence of a well- 
regulated militia. The right to arms 
likewise assures the continuing viability 
of the posse comitatus. In 21st century 
America, as in England under the 
Alfred the Great, the individual’s 
possession of arms is a right and it is 
also part of civic duty. Unlike in some 
other nations (including the modern 
United Kingdom) where “the 
governments are afraid to trust the 
people with arms” (Federalist 46), the 
American system (like its Anglo-Saxon 
ancestor) is premised on armed law- 
abiding citizens participating in the 
preservation of law and order. 

- May 15, 2014 

SWAT Team Baby Burning - 
More Police Militarization? 

By Kurt Hoffman, JFPO Writer 
Contributor 

19-month-old Bounkham "Bou 
Bou" Phonesavanh's face was so 
horribly burned by a flash-bang stun 
grenade thrown by a SWAT team into 
his crib that WSB-TV would not show 
most of the rest of the images, because 
of their extreme graphic nature. 

Why was this raid necessary? 
Because a confidential informant told 
our protectors that someone in the 
house had sold him $50 worth of 
methamphetamine. As it turns out, 
neither the suspect nor drugs were 
found. But apparently, the SWAT team 
is not to be faulted: 

"There were no clothes, no 
toys, nothing to indicate that there were 
children present in the home. If there 
had been then we'd have done 
something different," [Cornelia, 
Georgia, police Chief Rick] Darby said. 

See? It was the family's fault, 
for keeping the house too neat, 
irresponsibly ignoring the risk that a 
marauding police paramilitary unit 
would toss pyrotechnic weapons into 
cribs. 

"I stand behind what our team 
did," insists Habersham [Georgia] 

d . 


County Sheriff Joey Terrell, referring to 
the 3:00 a.m. no-knock SWAT 
"dynamic entry." "There's nothing to 
investigate, there's nothing to look at," 
continued the sheriff. "Bad things can 
happen. That's just the world we live 
in." 

There cannot fail to be 
consequences from the discovery on 
the part of every parent in America that 
the government's hired muscle can kick 
down doors, set their children on fire, 
and the official response will be a 
shrug, and maybe an "oops." 

Inevitably, some parents will 
refuse to tolerate the intolerable. Some, 
even knowing the vanishingly small 
likelihood of their own survival, will fight 
back with every weapon they possess. 
Private citizens defending their homes 
and families will doubtless do the bulk 
of the dying, but they will not do all of it. 

-- June 8, 2014 

Drone, Drone on the Range 

Oh, give me a drone 

Hov'ring over my home 
Where the Feds and the NSA play, 

Where always is heard 
Every last whispered word 
And they see through your walls 
Night and day... 

— The Sovereign April 2014 

The real reason Iran can’t be 
trusted 

By Mamoun Fandy 

Should the West trust Iranian 
promises? The short answer is “no.” But 
the underlying question is, Why not? 

The answer lies in Iranian 
belief systems - notably the doctrine of 
taqiyya, a difficult concept for many non- 
Muslims to grasp. Taqiyya is the Shiite 
religious rationale for concealment or 
dissimulation in political or worldly 
affairs. At one level it means that [the 
Iranian] regime can tell themselves that 
they are obliged by their faith not to tell 
the truth.... 

In Iran the teachings of Shiite 
Islam govern all aspects of society. And 
taqiyya - dissimulation and concealment 
- is one of the key elements of the 
Shiite faith. While many outsiders are 
surprised by Iran’s concealment of its 
nuclear installations, those who study 
the Shiite faith and recognize the signs 
of taqiyya are not. 

Many governments lie about 
strategic secrets, especially secrets 
about nuclear weapons. Witness Israel 
and China. 

Iran’s approach to its nuclear 


ambitions, however, is a different form 
of deception and denial. Certainly states 
do not need a religious edict to lie or 
obfuscate. But it helps if a state has one 
already in place. 

Taqiyya requires the faithful to 
be deceitful at times of weakness. The 
history of Shiites in their conflict with 
Sunnis is a history of the downtrodden. 
They have been the underdogs in 
Islamic history, and have had to protect 
both their communities and their faith 
from being overrun by the more 
numerous Sunnis. Taqiyya emerged as 
a response. 

Taqiyya offers a license to 
violate the strict rules of the faith in 
cases of extreme pressure or threat of 
extinction - something not unusual in 
Sunni-Shiite history. The doctrine 
allows dissimulation in the service of 
self-preservation, practiced by the 
faithful. 

The teachings of Jafar al- 
Sadiq, the sixth Shiite imam, emphasise 
taqiyya as a political tool. “Befriend 
people on the surface, and keep your 
grudges and intentions hidden,” he 
advised. He also defined the 
relationship between the Shiite and 
other Muslims: “[B]eing double-faced 
with one’s own takes one outside the 
bounds of faith, but with others is a form 
of worship.” 

The words of Shiite imams are 
viewed as having the authority of the 
prophet Muhammad, and they entail 
obligations. Taqiyya is one component 
of the faith, and the Shiites are 
instructed to practice it until the time the 
Mahdi returns. The Mahdi is the figure 
who, like the Messiah in Christianity, will 
return and spread justice on the earth. 

Until that moment occurs, the 
Shiite faithful are obliged to practice 
taqiyya in their dealings with other 
Muslims, as well as non-Muslims.... 

Manmoun Fandy is the director 
of the Middle East program at the 
International Institute of Strategic 
Studies in London. 

- The Christian Science Monitor, 
November 22, 2009 

MA SWAT Teams Claim 
They're Immune from Open 
Records Laws 

By Radley Balko 

As part of the American Civil 
Liberties Union’s recent report on police 
militarization, its Massachusetts chapter 
sent open records requests to SWAT 
teams across that state. It received an 
interesting response. 

V 


In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause succeeds, however, the 
timid join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 





As it turns out, a number of 
SWAT teams in the Bay State are 
operated by what are called law 
enforcement councils, or LECs. These 
LECs are funded by police agencies and 
overseen by an executive board, which 
is usually made up of police chiefs. In 
addition to operating a regional SWAT 
team, the LECs also facilitate 
technology and information sharing and 
oversee other specialized units, such as 
crime scene investigators and computer 
crime specialists. 

Some of these LECs have also 
apparently incorporated as 501(c)(3) 
organizations. And it’s here that we run 
into problems. The LECs are claiming 
that the 501(c)(3) status means that 
they’re private corporations, not 
government agencies and therefore are 
immune from open records requests. 
The state’s residents aren’t permitted to 
know how often the SWAT teams are 
used, what they’re used for, or who 
they’re primarily used against. 

From the ACLU of 
Massachusetts’s report on police 
militarization in that state: 

‘Approximately 240 of the 351 police 
departments in Massachusetts belong to 
an LEC. LECs are funded by local and 
federal taxpayer money, are composed 
exclusively of public police officers and 
sheriffs, and carry out traditional law 
enforcement functions through 
specialized units such as SWAT teams . 
‘LECs have refused to provide 
documents regarding their SWAT team 
policies and procedures. They have also 
failed to disclose anything about their 
operations, including how many raids 
they have executed or for what purpose 

Massachusetts has a long 
history of accountability and excessive 
force problems with SWAT teams. A few 
examples: 

‘In 1988, Boston Det. Sherman Griffiths 
was killed in a botched drug raid later 
revealed to have been conducted based 
on information from an informant a 
subsequent investigation revealed that 
the police had simply made up. 

‘Six years later, the Rev. Accelyne 
Williams died of a heart attack during a 
mistaken drug raid on his home. The 
Boston Globe found that three of the 
officers involved had been accused in a 
1989 civil rights suit of using fictional 
informants to obtain warrants for drug 
raids. 

‘In 1996, the Fitchburg SWAT team was 
already facing a lawsuit for harassing a 
group of loiterers when it burned down 
an apartment complex during a botched 
drug raid. 

‘In January 2011, a SWAT team raided 
the Framingham, Mass., home of Eurie 
Stamps at around midnight on a drug 


warrant. According to the police 
account, as one officer moved toward 
Stamps to check for weapons, he lost 
his balance and fell, discharging his 
weapon directly into Stamps’s chest, 
killing him. 

“You can’t have it both ways,” 
Jessie Rossman, a staff attorney for the 
Massachusetts ACLU, told me in a 
phone interview. “The same government 
authority that allows them to carry 
weapons, make arrests, and break 
down the doors of Massachusetts 
residents during dangerous raids also 
makes them a government agency that 
is subject to the open records law.” 

The ACLU is now suing the 
North Eastern Massachusetts LEC. In 
addition to receiving taxpayer funding 
from its 51 member police agencies, 
NEMLEC has also received significant 
federal funding over the years, 
particularly from the Byrne Grant 
program. In 2010, NEMLEC received an 
$800,000 Byrne Grant earmarked by 
then-Sen. John F. Kerry. 

— Washington Post 27 June 14 

Students protest Clinton’s 
speaking fee 

Students at the University of 
Nevada-Las Vegas are asking former 
secretary of state Hillary Clinton to 
return the $225,000 speaking fee she is 
set to collect. 

Tuition is expected to increase 
by 17 percent at the school, so students 
could really use the extra financial 
support, Daniel Waqar, Student 
Relations Director for the UNLV Student 
Government, told Ralston Reports. 

Clinton is set to appear at the 
UNLV Foundation Annual Dinner in 
October. Individual tickets cost $200 
each, while tables cost between $3,000 
and $20,000. Clinton’s office said the 
fee will be used to develop global 
initiatives ranging from climate change 
to women’s rights, according to The 
Washington Post. 

- Aletho News, June 28, 2014 

Has the Dept, of Homeland 
Security Become America’s 
Standing Army? 

By John Whitehead 

If the U.S. is a police state, 
then the Department of Homeland 
Security is its national police force, with 
all the brutality, ineptitude and 
corruption such a role implies. Though 
the DHS' bureaucracy may at times 
appear to be inept, it is ruthlessly 
efficient when it comes to building what 
the Founders feared most-a standing 
army. 


The third largest federal 
agency behind the Departments of 
Veterans Affairs and Defense, the 
DHS-with its 240,000 full-time workers 
that include the Coast Guard, Customs 
and Border Protection, Secret Service, 
Transportation Security Administration 
(TSA) and the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA)-has 
been aptly dubbed a "runaway train", a 
leviathan with tentacles in every aspect 
of American life 

In making the case for 
shutting down the de facto national 
police agency, analyst Charles Kenny 
offers the following reasons: the 
agency lacks leadership; terrorism is 
far less of a threat than it is made out to 
be; the FBI has stopped more alleged 
terrorist attacks than DHS; DHS wastes 
exorbitant amounts of money; "An 
overweight DHS gets a free pass to 
infringe civil liberties without a shred of 
economic justification"; the agency is 
just plain bloated. 

To Kenny's list, I will add the 
following: The menace of a national 
police force, a.k.a. a standing army. 
Indeed, as the following list shows, just 
about every nefarious deed, tactic or 
thuggish policy advanced by the 
government today can be traced back 
to the DHS, its police state mindset, 
and the billions of dollars it distributes 
to police agencies in the form of grants: 
Militarizing police and SWAT teams. 
The DHS routinely hands out grants to 
enable local municipalities to purchase 
a veritable war chest of weaponry, 
which according to analysts Andrew 
Becker and G.W. Schulz, "paralleled an 
apparent increase in local SWAT 
teams." The end result? An overall 
mindset within police forces that they 
are at war-and the citizenry are the 
enemy. 

Spying on activists, dissidents and 
veterans. 

Stockpiling ammunition. As of 2013, 
DHS had 260 million rounds of ammo 
in stock. DHS has since requisitioned 
1.6 billion more rounds, "enough," 
concludes Forbes magazine, "to 
sustain a hot war for 20+ years." 
Distributing license plate readers. 
DHS grants enable local police 
agencies to acquire license plate 
readers, which rely on mobile cameras 
to photograph and identify cars, match 
them against a national database, and 
track their movements. 

Tracking cell-phones. Distributed to 
local police agencies as a result of 
grants, Stingray devices enable police 
to track individuals' cell phones-and 
their owners-without a court warrant or 
court order. 




Carrying out military drills and 
lockdowns. Each year, DHS funds 
military-style training drills in cities 
across the country. 

Using the TSA as an advance guard. 

The TSA now searches a variety of 
government and private databases, 
including car registrations and 
employment information, in order to 
track travelers' before they ever get 
near an airport. 

Conducting virtual strip searches 
with full-body scanners. Under the 
direction of the TSA, American 
travelers have been subjected to all 
manner of searches. 

Carrying out soft target checkpoints. 
DHS' Operation Shield, a program 
which seeks to check up on security 
with unannounced visits, conducted a 
surprise security exercise at the Social 
Security Administration building in 
Leesburg, Fla., when they subjected 
people who went to pick up their 
checks to random ID checks by federal 
agents armed with semi-automatic 
weapons. 

Directing government workers to 
spy on Americans. Terrorism Liaison 
Officers are firefighters, police officers, 
and even corporate employees who 
have received training to spy on and 
report back to government entities on 
the day-to-day activities of their fellow 
citizens. 

Conducting widespread spying 
networks using fusion centers. 

Fusions centers-of which there are at 
least 78 scattered around the U.S.- 
constantly monitor our 

communications, collecting and 
cataloguing everything from our 
internet activity and web searches to 
text messages, phone calls and emails. 
Carrying out Constitution-free 
border control searches. Border 
patrol operations occur within 100 miles 
of an international crossing, putting 
some 200 million Americans within the 
bounds of aggressive searches and 
seizures, as well as drone surveillance. 
Funding surveillance cameras. As 
Charlie Savage reports for the Boston 
Globe, the DHS has tunneled "millions 
of dollars to local governments 
nationwide for purchasing high-tech 
video camera networks, accelerating 
the rise of a 'surveillance society' in 
which the sense of freedom that stems 
from being anonymous in public will be 
lost." 

Utilizing drones and other spybots. 

The DHS has been at the forefront of 
funding surveillance robots and drones 
for land, sea and air, including robots 
that resemble fish and tunnel-bots that 
can travel underground. 


It's not difficult to see why the 
DHS has been described as a 
"wasteful, growing, fear-mongering 
beast." If so it is a beast that is 
accelerating our nation's transformation 
into a police state. 

This, too, is nothing new. 
Historically, as I show in my book A 
Government of Wolves: The Emerging 
American Police State, the 
establishment of a national police force 
has served as a fundamental and final 
building block for every totalitarian 
regime that has ever wreaked havoc on 
humanity. 

— www.opednews.com 6/17/2014 

Air Marshal director stepping 
down amid agency gun 
scheme probe 

The director of the Federal Air 
Marshal Service is retiring after being 
investigated for his role in an alleged 
operation to acquire guns for officials' 
personal use. 

Director Robert Bray's recently 
announced retirement, which is effective 
in June, is directly related to the 
investigation. 

The probe stems from 
whistleblower accusations involving 
federal Air Marshal supervisor Danny 
Poulos who is accused of using the 
agency's federal firearms license and 
his relationship with gun manufacturer 
Sig Sauer to obtain discounted and free 
guns. He then provided them to high-up 
agency officials for their personal use. 

TSA officials confirmed that 
Bray did buy weapons from the 
supervisor, but stressed that he did so 
legally and with "no knowledge" that 
they may have been "ill-gotten." 

Rep. Richard Hudson, R-N.C., 
chairman of the House Homeland 
Security transportation security 
subcommittee, wrote a letter to 
Transportation Security Administrator 
head John Pistole on Thursday raising 
"grave concern" about the claims of 
possible "gross misconduct." 

Though Congress is supposed 
to be notified of these types of probes, 
when reached by FoxNews.com for 
comment, a spokesman for Hudson said 
they had received no such notification. 

"I am extremely concerned 
about recent allegations of unethical 
behavior involving firearms within the 
Federal Air Marshal Service, dating as 
far back as 2010," Hudson told 
FoxNews.com. "I am outraged at the 
apparent attempt by TSA and the 
Federal Air Marshal Service to hide this 
from Congress." 

TSA spokeswoman LuAnn 
Canipe defended Bray. 


"Director Bray has an 
exemplary record of public service in the 
federal government," she said. "He has 
protected presidents and he has 
protected the traveling public for nearly 
40 years." 

The director's home was raided 
on Dec. 26, 2013 and at least one gun 
was seized that was allegedly 
connected to the gun operation. 

Bray filed a police report after 
the raid reporting the weapon stolen — 
even though it allegedly was seized by 
ATF during the raid. The Fairfax County 
police in Virginia, in response to a 
Freedom of Information Act request, 
provided information saying that on Dec 
26, a pistol was reported stolen from the 
home address of Bray. But the date of 
theft was listed as Dec. 20. 

Bray announced his retirement 
in a March 31 email to agency 
employees. He said he has no plans 
"except to spend time with my wife and 
family, without whose love and support I 
could not have had such a great, long 
career.” 

- www.foxnews.com April 11,2014 

Another Uprising, in Idaho 

By Laura Zuckerman 

Protesters illegally dredged for 
gold on Tuesday in an Idaho river where 
such mining is banned, in an open 
challenge to the U.S. government's 
authority to regulate public waters and 
lands in Western states, an organizer 
said. 

Six of nearly 60 miners at the 
rally were using portable pumps and 
hoses to collect gravel and sand from 
the Salmon River, which is closed to 
suction dredging and other mining by 
the Environmental Protection Agency to 
protect imperiled fish. 

"It's a matter of states' rights," 
John Crossman, head of the Southwest 
Idaho Mining Association, said. 

"This is the United States of 
America, not the 'United State' of 
America. The feds can't come in here 
like storm troopers and start running our 
lands and rivers," he added. 

The demonstration marks the 
latest skirmish over federal oversight of 
public lands that flared in April when 
supporters of a Nevada rancher squared 
off in an armed standoff with the Bureau 
of Land Management, which sought to 
seize cattle over his refusal to pay 
grazing fees. 

That was followed by a protest 
by activists in Utah who rode all-terrain 
vehicles on a trail to protest a closure by 
the BLM in part to protect Native 
American relics. 




The demonstration in Idaho by 
a group of self-styled constitutionalists 
will be capped by an Independence Day 
rally to denounce "government tyranny." 

The miners near the town of 
Riggins said they hadn't sought permits 
to suction dredge in the river, required 
under the federal Clean Water Act, 
because they don't recognize the EPA's 
regulatory powers. 

The EPA said it respects the 
rights of citizens to peacefully protest on 
federal lands but added dredging the 
Salmon could harm habitat for species 
like Chinook salmon protected under the 
Endangered Species Act, and violating 
federal law. 

-- Reuters, 03 July 14 

Willful Ignorance 

By Claire Wolfe 

When the issue is guns I've 
never made one iota of headway on my 
"I don't care if you agree with me, but 
don't you care about facts?" campaign. 

Of course, the anti-gun 
movement trades in emotion and 
disregards facts. When a discussion 
turns to ravings about "paranoid redneck 
racist gun owners compensating for 
their tiny equipment" it's best to leave 
the forum or the room. 

What fascinates me is people 
who choose to be ignorant about things 
they claim to care passionately about. 
That just doesn't make sense. Yet that's 
characteristic of the bunch I tangled with 
and seems common among 
hoplophobes, from the halls of Congress 
to the most obscure online forum. So 
what might be going on? 

These people aren't stupid. 
Many of them are quite intelligent and 
accomplished in other areas of life. 

It's easier to react emotionally 
to an issue than to slog through data or 
give your opponents a hearing. That's 
probably part of what's going on. But if 
you actually care about a subject, that 
wouldn't stop you. And again, these 
people appear to care with a passion. 

They've already concluded that 
they "know what they know," and the 
rest is unnecessary detail. That would 
explain part of it. Someone who has 
already concluded that all guns are evil 
might think it's merely a diversion to 
learn the difference between semiauto 
and select fire. But it still leaves 
unanswered the question of why they're 
so adamant in the first place that guns 
are evil when they haven't informed 
themselves. 

The human mind simply has a 
mysterious propensity for believing what 
comforts us, what our friends think, what 
experts or moral leaders tell us — and 


above all, what fits our personal biases. 
Thinkers from Plato to Ayn Rand have 
observed the human tendency to prefer 
comfortable illusions to new facts. 

Anti-gunners who don't "need" 
to know any facts about us or our 
firearms because they've already 
concluded we're evil would be outraged 
(and would not believe it) if you pointed 
out that their thinking, including their 
willful ignorance, resembles the attitude 
of Ku Klux Klansmen toward blacks or 
1930s Germans toward Jews. 

They understand that KKK 
members and those "good Germans" 
were bigots. They'll never see 
themselves that way, because after all, 
they're opposed to bigotry. 

The scariest are those anti¬ 
gunners who say they'd like to see us all 
dead. Or say they hope our children are 
shot to death. Or even say they'd like to 
kill us themselves. These sentiments 
are terrifyingly common. But the 
violently inclined anti-gunners see 
themselves as moral crusaders against 
evil. And no crusader in history ever let 
too many facts — or the human decency 
of their chosen enemies — get in their 
way. 

On the contrary, while wishing 
us dead or imprisoned, they see 
themselves as shining stars of morality 
and human betterment. 

And who wants to let a few dry 
facts interfere with such a glorious self 
image? 

— Jews for the Preservation of Firearms 
Ownership, May 31st, 2014 

NRA Protesters: 'Honk to 
Stop Gun Violence' 

By AWR HAWKINS 
April 19, 2014 

On April 17th, a group of 
protesters gathered outside NRA 
headquarters in Fairfax, Virginia, and 
held signs that read, "NRA: Bought and 
Paid for in Blood" and "Honk to Stop 
Gun Violence," among other things. 

Another lady held a sign 
that said, "Background checks save 
lives." 

But as Breitbart News has 
reported, Army Spc. Ivan Lopez (Ft. 
Hood, April 2nd), Karl Halverson 
Pierson (Arapahoe High gunman), 
Aaron Alexis (D.C. Navy Yard 
gunman), Paul Anthony Ciancia (LAX 
gunman), James Holmes (Aurora 
movie theater gunman), and Nidal 
Hasan (Ft. Hood, November 2009) all 
went through background checks 
before committing their heinous crimes 
and taking innocent lives. 


A gun control 'playbook' 

The Washington Alliance for 
Gun Responsibility, a Seattle-based 
gun prohibitionist group, paid $43,700 
for an 80 page booklet titled 
"Preventing Gun Violence Through 
Effective Messaging." The booklet is 
the work of three Washington, DC 
public affairs firms. The authors are 
Frank O'Brien, OMP; John Neffinger 
and Matthew Kohut, KNP 
Communications; and Al Quinlan, 
Greenberg Quinlan Rosner Research. 

The authors’ conclusions: 

#1 Always focus on emotional and 
value-driven arguments about gun 
violence, not the political food fight in 
Washington or wonky statistics. It’s 
critical that you ground your messaging 
around gun violence prevention by 
making that emotional connection. 
Don’t skip past emotional arguments 
and lapse into a passionless public 
policy voice. And don’t make the gun 
violence debate seem as if it is a 
political "food fight” between two 
interest groups. 

#2 Tell stories with images and feeling. 
Our first task is to draw a vivid portrait 
and make an emotional connection. We 
should rely on emotionally powerful 
language, feelings and images to bring 
home the terrible impact of gun 
violence. Compelling facts should be 
used to back up that emotional 
narrative, not as a substitute for it. 
WARNING: Don’t break the power and 
undermine the value of emotionally 
powerful images and feelings by 
appearing squeamish or apologetic in 
presenting them. 

James Taranto, Wait St. 
Journal, noted that "The booklet 
explicitly urges foes of the Second 
Amendment to abjure rationality in 
favor of the argumentum ad passiones, 
or appeal to emotion. ‘When talking to 
broader audiences, we want to meet 
them where they are,’ the authors 
advise. That means emphasizing 
emotion over policy prescriptions, 
keeping our facts and our case simple 
and direct, and avoiding arguments that 
leave people thinking they don't know 
enough about the topic to weigh in. The 
most powerful time to communicate is 
when concern and emotions are 
running at their peak.’ Antigun 
advocates are urged to seize 
opportunistically on horrific crimes: The 
debate over gun violence in America is 
periodically punctuated by high-profile 
gun violence incidents including 
Columbine, Virginia Tech, Tucson, the 
Trayvon Martin killing, Aurora, and Oak 
Creek. When an incident such as these 
attracts sustained media attention, it 




creates a unique climate for our 
communications efforts.’” 

-- www.examiner.com August 1,2013 

LAPD Sabotaged Equipment 
Installed to Monitor Them 

By Ed Krayewski 

Police officers generally insist 
that they are the biggest fans of being 
recorded. 

But what does it say then that 
members of the Los Angeles Police 
Department have reportedly tampered 
with audio recording equipment? 
Nearly half the recording antennas in 
one division, the Southeast, actually 
went missing. Ars Technica explains: 
The antennas, which are mounted onto 
individual patrol cars, receive recorded 
audio captured from an officer's belt- 
worn transmitter. The transmitter is 
designed to capture an officer's voice 
and transmit the recording to the car 
itself for storage. The voice recorders 
are part of a video camera system that 
is mounted in a front-facing camera on 
the patrol car. Both elements are 
activated any time the car's emergency 
lights and sirens are turned on, but they 
can also be activated manually. 

The Los Angeles Times 
reports that LAPD chief Charlie Beck 
found out about the issue last summer 
but chose not to try to track down the 
vandal cops. Instead, the department 
issued general warnings that cops 
should not "meddle" with the 
equipment. The Police Commission, an 
oversight body, blew the whistles on 
the apparent malfeasance this week, 
but Beck denied any wrongdoing, 
claiming that his failure to notify the 
Police Commission earlier about the 
problem was simply "unintentional." 

Recording cops makes 
informed skepticism and criticism of 
police actions more possible. Police in 
Albuquerque, New Mexico, for 
example, shot a homeless camper in 
an incident caught on a helmet cam. 
That footage helped spark protests in a 
city that has one of the deadliest police 
departments in the country. That right 
is protected in many states but even in 
those places, police have been known 
to disregard the law and target those 
who legally record them. Such an 


incident recently cost the City of 
Baltimore $250,000. The officers were 
not fired for breaking the law. Instead, 
as usual, they'll get more "training”. 

— reason.com/blog Apr. 14, 2014 

How British Spies Seek to 
Control the Internet 

By Glenn Greenwald 

The secretive British spy 
agency GCHQ has developed tools to 
seed the internet with false information, 
including the ability to manipulate the 
results of online polls, artificially inflate 
pageview counts on web sites, 
“amplif[y]” sanctioned messages on 
YouTube, and censor video content 
judged to be "extremist.” The 
capabilities are detailed in documents 
provided by NSA whistleblower Edward 
Snowden. 

The tools were created by 
GCHQ’s Joint Threat Research 
Intelligence Group. Previously 
disclosed documents have detailed 
JTRIG’s use of “fake victim blog posts,” 
“false flag operations,” “honey traps” 
and psychological manipulation to 
target online activists, monitor visitors 
to WikiLeaks, and spy on YouTube and 
Facebook users. 

The newly released top-secret 
GCHQ document called “JTRIG Tools 
and Techniques” provides a 
comprehensive, birds-eye view of just 
how underhanded and invasive this 
unit’s operations are. The document 
serves as a sort of hacker’s buffet for 
wreaking online havoc. 

The “tools” include invasive 
methods for online surveillance, as well 
as some of the very techniques that the 
U.S. and U.K. have harshly prosecuted 
young online activists for employing, 
including “distributed denial of service” 
attacks and “call bombing.” But they 
also describe previously unknown 
tactics for manipulating and distorting 
online political discourse and 
disseminating state propaganda, as 
well as the apparent ability to actively 
monitor Skype users in real-time— 
raising further questions about the 
extent of Microsoft’s cooperation with 
spy agencies or potential vulnerabilities 
in its Skype’s encryption. 

While some of the tactics are 


described as “in development,” JTRIG 
touts “most” of them as “fully 
operational, tested and reliable.” 

GCHQ refused to provide any 
comment on the record beyond its 
standard boilerplate that it acts “in 
accordance with a strict legal and 
policy framework” and is subject to 
“rigorous oversight.” But both claims 
are questionable. 

British watchdog Privacy 
International has filed pending legal 
action against GCHQ over the agency’s 
use of malware to spy on internet and 
mobile phone users. Several GCHQ 
memos published last fall by The 
Guardian revealed that the agency was 
eager to keep its activities secret not to 
protect national security, but because 
“our main concern is that references to 
agency practices (ie, the scale of 
interception and deletion) could lead to 
damaging public debate which might 
lead to legal challenges against the 
current regime.” 

As for oversight, serious 
questions have been raised about 
whether top national security officials 
even know what GCHQ is doing. 

-- The Intercept, 15 July 14 

Letter to the Editor 

NJM: 

Hello again! Enclosed are a 
few stamped envelopes. I am serving 
two life sentences and don’t have funds 
to send to you - I’ve mentioned this in at 
least one other letter. Please keep me 
on your mailing list. 

I enjoy your newsletter and I 
share it with many others here. 

Thank you for producing an 
interesting and educational compilation 
of timely information and issues. 
Sincerely, 

AA 

State prisoner 

Ed.: AA (initials changed for 
your privacy), We appreciate the 
envelopes, and thanks for sharing the 
newsletter. We hope things aren’t as 
bad where you are as they appear to be 
in some of the lockups featured in 
NatGeo’s Lockdown series. 


NJM, P.O. Box 10176, Trenton New Jersey 08650 
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